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Sir Sankaran Nair : With reference to that, may I point out, sir, that Government themselves have actually said that European representation means representation of European Commerce because commercial men have always held the majority of general seats in the Assembly.
The Chairman : I am much obliged to you. That is, I gather, the view of the members of the Assembly as well ?
Sir Han Singh Gour : Yes, sii.
125. From page 26 of the report of the Joint Select Committee on the Government of India Bill the Chairman read out to you : " Nothing is more *' likely to endanger the good relations between India " and Great Britain than a belief that India's fiscal " policy is dictated from Whitehall in the interests
 " of the trade of Great Britain. That such a belief " exists at the moment th^re can be no doubt." That was in 1919. Was it not kept alive by the continuance of the cotton excise duty?—You are a better judge than I am; but anyhow you know, Sir Hari^ingh, that the very moment the finances of the Government of India.permitted, I think it was the first tax to be removed.
 126.	Was there not a feeling shared by the Govern
ment of India, namely that the cotton excise duty
was dictated from Wldtehall N—I think you will find
the history of that f ully related in the Fiscal Com
mission's  report, which  is  the  most  authoritative
statement on the subject.
 127.	The feeling was not without foundation ?—In
that respect, yes.
Mr. G. S. BAJPAI, C.I.E., C.B.E., I.C.S., Secretary to the Government of India, Department of Education, Health and Lands.
 128.	The  Chairman:    Mr.   Bajpai,   you   are  the
Secretary of the department of Education, Health
and Lands ?—Yes.
 129.	I suppose we may take it that the depart
ment besides dealing with the subjects mentioned in
its title deals with many others ?—It certainly deals
with those three and many other matters.
 130.	Would you like to tell us about it further ?
—Yes, sir.   There is Emigration, for example, which
is one of our important subjects, emigration from
British India and immigration into British India, and
then  we have such  matters  as   Archaeology,   the
Botanical Survey, the Zoological Survey, the Survey
of India and other subjects.
 131.	You deal with a variety of subjects.    When
one sees it, one finds that you deal not only with
subjects which are central but that you also deal,
as far as the Central Government deals with this
matter at all, with a number of transferred subjects ?
—Yes.

 132.	Education,  for example ?—Yes,  Education,
Medical Administration, Public Health, Agriculture,
and Co-operative Credit.
 133.	We will not go into all those now, but taking
Education purely as an example, I imagine that as
Education is a transferred subject in the provinces,
each province will have its Education department.
I suppose when you pass outside the nine provinces,
to the North-West Frontier Provinces or to the Delhi
Province, then it must be a central subject and I
•suppose it falls definitely to the charge of your de
partment ?—That is so, sir.
134.	As  we  have  an   Auxiliary   Committee   on
Education which is working very industriously and
which is going to give us its review at the end of
next month, I do not think we need go into that now.
Perhaps you will just tell me this generally since yo'ur
department takes an interest hi so many transferred
subjects.   Rule 49 of the Devolution Rules says,
" The  powers   of  superintendence,   direction,   and
" control over the local Government of a Governor's
" province vested in the Governor-General in Council
" under the Act shall in relation to transferred sub-
" jects be exercised only for the following purposes,
" namely: "    And my colleagues would remember
what those purposes are.    They are strictly limited.
Now to what extent, in practice, if at all, does the
Government of India fiad it right to interfere, under
the exceptions of Rule 49, with the administration of
a transferred subject ?—Within my experience of the
-department, sir, which now extends to nearly six
years, I do not remember a single instance in which
we have had to exercise our powers under Devolution
Rule 49.
135. When one considers what the exceptions are, " to safeguard the administration of central subjects, " to decide questions arising between two provinces/* and so on, it is not really easy to see how in practice interference is necessary. As I said, we do not go
 into Education as a subject this morning. But taking it as an illustration, take primary education. Do I understand rightly that primary education as a topic is in -practice dealt with by the provincial Governments without intervention or assistance from the Government of India ?—That would be a correct assumption to make, sir. The only modification of that statement that I might suggest is that it may be necessary for a local Government, in fact it would be necessary for a local Government, after legislation in the province, to submit the Bill relating to primary education to the Governor-General for assent. But then that is submitted to the Governor-General and we merely come in as a department to advise.
 136.	That is not really an exception to what you
were saying, is it ?    It is merely under the Con
stitution that the Governor-General in his character
as head of the Government of India has a certain
part to play before the Bill becomes an Act ?—Yes.
 137.	I would like to know this.    Supposing that
the Education department of one province or the
minister of the province desires to communicate with
the  corresponding  minister of the  department  in
another province, does he in fact do it through the
Government of India or direct ?—It is open to him
to do it direct.    He need not go through us.
 138.	The members of the Conference have seen—I
dare say some have read—the very elaborate quin
quennial educational surveys issued by the different
provincial Governments.    They of course come up
here and I dare say they are studied and analysed
and all that.    But I gather that each of these reviews
is really a reproduction of the provincial surveys ?—
As a matter of fact the position in regard to that is
that the Educational Commissioner with the Govern
ment of India issues a quinquennial review of edu
cational progress and the local Governments make
use of our quinquennial review for the issue of similar
publications themselves.*
 139.	We do not dispute the pride of authorship ?—
The-pride of authorship belongs to the Educational
Commissioner.
 140.	The situation is this apparently as regards that
subject, that being a transferred subject in the pro
vince, the Provincial Government, the legislature or
the minister deals with it without the Central Govern
ment intervening and whatever funds may be spent
upon it are not derived by grants-in-aid from the
Central Government;   so  the Central  Government
has no control through that ?—None.
141.	I do not know whether it is permissible to
ask you this, Mr. Bajpai, please decline to answer
* The witness subsequently intimated that the Quinquennial Review of Educational Progress in India issued by the Educational Commissioner is prepared from similar Reviews prepared by provincial Governments. In other words, the Quinquennial Review is based on provincial Reviews.

